Policy Analysis

This proposal is not anticipated to impact the Ogden Valley General Plan. The proposal will add a new signage
option for land owners and HOAs. Below is an example, provided by the applicant, of the maximum sign face area
on a retaining wall, which would be allowed by the current proposal.
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In areas of the Ogden Valley where retaining walls are needed along streets in neighborhoods, signage on the
retaining wall can provide visual breaks on wide retaining walls. The design requirements of the Ogden Valley Signs
code as well as the requirements of the Outdoor Lighting chapter will still apply to retaining wall signs. The setback
requirement for a retaining wall sign, as proposed, would be none, because a retaining wall can be placed along a
property line.

Currently, the maximum sign allowance for a similar sign in the Ogden Valley (monument sign) is eight feet by
twelve feet. The proposed sign allowance by the applicant is 4.5 feet in height by 40 feet in width. The proposed
language included in this report as exhibit A, includes an allowance of five feet in height by 40 feet in width.

Staff supports the sign width allowance of 40 feet because neighborhood retaining walls can be several hundred
feet in length. Under the current draft language, the sign code would not restrict the height of a retaining wall, only
the sign height to five feet. A land owner or HOA would be allowed to place the sign anywhere on the retaining wall.
In the concept image of the proposal, the retaining wall width facing the viewer is approximately 145 feet wide to
give context.



Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends that the County Commission consider the text included as Exhibit A.

Model Motion

The following are suggested model motions for the Commission to consider. The model motions are optional and
meant to help the Commission to provide clear and decisive motions in acting on the proposal. The model motions
listed are not meant to steer the final decision of the Commission.

Motion for approval as-is:

I move that we approve File # ZTA 2022-03, an applicant driven text amendment to the Ogden Valley Signs Code,
permitting neighborhood identification signs to be placed on retaining walls, including Ordinance # , as
proposed by staff, and supported by applicant. | do so with the following findings:

1. The proposal is an additional signage option.
2. The proposal is not contrary to the goals and principles of the general plan.

Motion to table:

I move we table action on File # ZTA 2022-03, an applicant driven text amendment to the Ogden Valley Signs Code,
permitting neighborhood identification signs to be placed on retaining walls, to [__state a date certain ], so that:

Examples of reasons to table:

e We have more time to review the proposal.

Staff can get us more information on [ specify what is needed from staff ]

The applicant can get us more information on [ specify what is needed from the applicant 1.
More public noticing or outreach has occurred.

[ any other desired reason here ].

Motion to deny:

I move that we deny File # ZTA 2022-03, an applicant driven text amendment to the Ogden Valley Signs Code,
permitting neighborhood identification signs to be placed on retaining walls, as proposed by staff, and supported by
applicant, as provided in Exhibit A. | do so with the following findings:

Examples of findings for denial:

e The proposal is not adequately supported by the General Plan.

The proposal is not supported by the general public.

The proposal runs contrary to the health, safety, and welfare of the general public.
The area is not yet ready for the proposed changes to be implemented.

[ add any other desired findings here ]

Exhibit A. Draft ordinance language




